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_ NOTICE OF RIGHT OF APPEAL TO COURT _
YOU MAY FILE AN APPEAL FROM THIS DECISION IN ACCORDANCE WTH THE LAWS OF MARYLAND. THE APPEAL MAY BE TAKEN IN PERSON
OR THROUGH AN ATTORNEY IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF BALTIMORE CITY, IF YOU RESIDE IN BALTIMORE CITY, OR THE CIRCUIT COURT OF
THE COUNTY IN MARYLAND IN WHICH YOU RESIDE.

THE PERIOD FOR FILING AN APPEAL EXPIRES February 76, 7992

FOR THE CLAIMANT:
-APPEARANCES-

FOR THE EMPLOYER:

REVIEW ON THE RECORD

Upon revi-ew of the record i-n this case, the Board of Appeals
modifies the decision of the Hearing Examiner with respect to
the claimant's eligibility for benefj-ts for the week ending
February 23, 199L -



The cfaimant submltted a form for the weeks ending February 16
and February 23, 1991 on February 23, L99t. He indicated on
the card that he had worked the week ending February tG, 1991
and earned over his weekly benefit amount. The card itselfinstructed him to flle it on Eebruary 23, fggl. He filed it onthat date.

Later, when the claimant received no response, he calfed theIocaf office and was told to wait for claih forms in the mail.Later, when they did not come in the mail, he calted again on
March 17, and was told to come in.
The claimant is not disqualified for the week ending February23, 1991. He folfowed the specific directions o, i-ri= ciaimcard. Specific directions glven to a claimant on his p"r_ticular case override any contra.y generaf instructions in thepamphl-et.. since the claimant followed the specific instructionsin his case, he cannot be penalized for doi-ng this.
This same. reasoning might apply also to the claims for theweeks ending March 2, S ana ig, 1991. The cfaimant," 

"ria.rr".regarding these weeks, however, was vague, and the cfaimanE
llo,l:f tl::rry_yl:tr rhe office abour ihese ctaim" ,r,tir J,lry()r ryyt. to.r these reasons, he will remain di squalified forthese weeks.

DECI S ION

The claimant filed a timely and vafid cfaim for the weekendi-ng February 23, rggr within the meaning of section 8_901of the Labor and Empfoyment Articfe.
The claimant failed to file timely cla.ims for benefits withinthe meaning of Section B_901 
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i" disquatif ied for rhe weeks ending March 2, e

The decision of the Hearing Examiner is modified.
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